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REMARKS 

Prior to this Amendment, claims 1-16 were pending. Claims 1-16 stand rejected 
in the Office Action dated March 14, 2007. The rejection of all pending claims was deemed 
final. Following the present Amendment in the concurrently died Request for Continuing 
Examination, claims Ui6 have been canceled without prejudice and new claims 17-36 are added. 
Consideration of new claims 17-36 is requested. 

Applicant wishes to thank the Examiner for the courtesies extended in the 
telephonic interview conducted June 6, 2007. The Examiner's bases for rejection and Response 
to Arguments as staled in the March 14, 2007 Office Action were generally discussed with 
particular emphasis on claim 1 and the limitations of "nominal illumination angle" and 
"complementary" angle. The cited prior art references Dana and Takagi were generally 
di scussed. Agreement as to the allowability of claim 1 was not reached. 

Respecting new claims 17-36, with the exception of dependent claim 25, the 
limitation respecting nominal illumination angle has been eliminated rendering that basis of the 
final rejection moot, as to all but dependent claim 25. 

New independent claims 17, 26 and 30 include the limitation of an illumination 
panel having a. planar illuminating surface. Support for this limitation is included in figures 3-5 
and specification paragraphs 1 0, 1 1 , 18, 25, 27-29. New independent claims 17, 26 and 30 
further include a limitation of illumination at a substantially constant angle of incidence. Support 
f.br this limitation is found in specification para raph 18 11 51, 3 md i ur< > 

Applicant notes that none of the references cited in the March 14, 2007 Office 
WiionCdd) im s 1,'puW". i\ u Lk 1 lw mm 1 fh i iniioo it i uS sumulh 
on f mi ui i n i iJom i u s t't u u id>, A 1 \o ^d u p ted oi 
example, U.S. Patent Publication No. US 2002/0080357 to Dana, as best seen in figures 1 and 2, 
provides a radiation or illumination source having angles of incidence that vary over the focal 
point or area of interest on the object. These varying angles of incidence are aiso seen hi cited 
references U.S. Patent No. 5,166,985 to Takagi et at. in figures 3a, 3b. i I and 12, and U.S. Patent 
Publication No. 2002/0181231 to Luk in figures la-7, 9, 10, 12a~12d, 14-15, 17, 18,20, 21,23- 
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24, 30. 

With respect to claims 24 and 35, Applicant notes that the limitation of 
"complementary" pertaining to angles is intended to mean the customary tri genomic meaning 
that, two angles are complementary if their sum is 90 degrees. If the Examiner wishes for 
Applicant to provide a reference source, Applicant will do so. Support for this definition is 
found in specification paragraphs I 1, 23, 26 aim' figure 3. 

It is respectfully submitted ibis Amendment has antecedent basis in the Application 
asori nally fil d in< udin In pecifa t i claims and drawinj md that, this \ men dm en t 
does not add any new subject matter to the Application. It is respectfully submitted that this 
Amendment places the Application in suitable condition tor allowance; notice of which is 
requested. 

If the Examiner feels that, prosecution of the present Application can be 
expedited by way of an Examiner's amendment, the Examiner is invited to contact l he 
Applicant's attorney at the telephone number listed below. 

Respectfully submitted,, 

YOUNG BASIEE HANLON 

Mad \Pi \M Alill MIIOID'EPC. 



' ■A'hristi an .E'Garasda 
A ttorney -for Ap plicant(s) 
Registration No. 39,986 
(248) 649 -3333 

3001 West Big Beaver RcL Smite 624 
Troy, Michigan 48084-3107 
Dated: June 14, 2007 
CJG/jml 



